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Committee and the Senate Finance 
Committee as progress is being made. 
But we need this one additional week 
to iron out the differences with the 
other body, and I urge the adoption of 
the bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I with-
draw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the Senate bill is as fol-

lows: 
S. 2903 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY EXTEN-

SION OF AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS 
AND SUSPENSION OF PERMANENT 
PRICE SUPPORT AUTHORITIES. 

Effective April 25, 2008, section 1 of Public 
Law 110–196 (122 Stat. 653) (as amended by 
Public Law 110–200 (122 Stat. 695)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘April 25, 
2008’’ and inserting ‘‘May 2, 2008’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘April 25, 
2008’’ and inserting ‘‘May 2, 2008’’. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HOLDEN. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous that all Members may have 
5 legislative days in which to revise 
and extend their remarks on the bill 
just considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
f 

COAST GUARD AUTHORIZATION 
ACT OF 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1126 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2830. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2830) to authorize appropriations for 
the Coast Guard for fiscal year 2008, 
and for other purposes, with Mrs. 
JONES of Ohio (Acting Chairman) in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. When the 

Committee of the Whole rose earlier 
today, amendment No. 6 printed in part 
B of House Report 110–604 offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) had been disposed of. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. MARKEY 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 7 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. 
MARKEY: 

At the end of title VII add the following: 
SEC. 708. REVIEW OF LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS 

FACILITIES. 
(a) NOTICE OF DETERMINATION.—Consistent 

with other provisions of law, the Secretary 
of Homeland Security must notify the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission when a 
determination is made that the waterway to 
a proposed waterside liquefied natural gas 
facility is suitable or unsuitable for the ma-
rine traffic associated with such facility. 

(b) FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMIS-
SION RESPONSE.—The Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission shall respond to the Sec-
retary’s determination under subsection (a) 
by informing the Secretary within 90 days of 
notification or at the conclusion of any 
available appeal process, whichever is later, 
of what action the Commission has taken, 
pursuant to its authorities under the Natural 
Gas Act, regarding a proposal to construct 
and operate a waterside liquefied natural gas 
facility subject to a determination made 
under subsection (a). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam Chairman, it’s 
good to see you back up in the Chair 
again. I’m glad that you have returned 
up there. 

I would like to thank, first of all, 
Chairman JIM OBERSTAR, a great chair-
man of the Transportation Committee 
for his excellent work; Chairman 
BENNIE THOMPSON for his perspicacious 
leadership; to Chairman JOHN DINGELL, 
whose omniscient and ubiquitous pres-
ence on so many issues is always an es-
sential ingredient in passing legisla-
tion of this magnitude. 

And I encourage all of my colleagues 
to ensure that this commonsense provi-
sion, which will ensure that siting deci-
sions for proposed LNG facilities are 
coordinated and informed by homeland 
security considerations. 

My amendment requires the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to notify 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission of the Homeland Security De-
partment’s determination of whether 
the waterway to a proposed liquefied 
national gas facility is suitable for the 
marine traffic associated with the pro-
posed facility. 

The Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission in turn must respond to the 
Department of Homeland Security 
within 90 days or at the conclusion of 
any available appeals process of what 
the action the commission will take on 
the LNG application. 

My amendment does not dispute the 
need for more LNG. We need more 
LNG. What my provision says is that 
before we build a new LNG facility, we 
must first make sure we are not cre-

ating a giant terrorist tiger. In Boston, 
we’ve always known that the LNG fa-
cility on land in my congressional dis-
trict was a huge potential fire hazard. 
But after the September 11 attacks, 
when we learned how many terrorists 
had actually gotten off the LNG ships 
themselves in Boston coming in from 
overseas, we learned that it was a huge 
potential terrorist tiger. 

In the face of this kind of risk, my 
provision mandates that we should 
have the Homeland Security Depart-
ment involved at the beginning when 
any new LNG facilities are being pro-
posed so that the department can as-
sess the potential homeland security 
risk of building one of these facilities 
before we blindly move forward to put 
more LNG terminals in various parts of 
the country. 

The need for coordination between 
the Coast Guard and the commission 
was recently reinforced in Fall River, 
Massachusetts. In Fall River, the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission 
approved the construction of an LNG 
facility in 2005. Two years later, the 
Coast Guard determined that the wa-
terway was not suitable for the marine 
traffic associated with it. So we have a 
situation where the FERC has ap-
proved a license for the LNG facility 
that the Coast Guard says, 2 years 
later, shouldn’t be built because the 
waterway to the facility is not suit-
able. 
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But despite this action by the Coast 

Guard, which effectively blocks the fa-
cility, the FERC license remains in 
place. This lack of coordination makes 
no sense. 

There currently is an interagency 
agreement among the FERC, the Coast 
Guard and the Office of Pipeline Safety 
that is supposed to coordinate efforts 
on the siting of LNG facilities and safe-
ty and security issues associated with 
proposed sites. But as the review proc-
ess for the proposed LNG facility in 
Fall River makes clear, more structure 
and a timeline is needed to make sure 
that there is better coordination so 
that the FERC is not approving pro-
posed facilities only to have the Coast 
Guard, years later, reject the proposals 
due to concerns over the suitability of 
the waterway to the facilities. 

At this point, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition, though I do not in-
tend to oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Minnesota 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. It was truly delight-

ful to hear the discourse of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, per-
spicacious, omniscient. It is rare that 
tediological inquiries occur in this 
body. And for that reason, it is rare to 
hear such felicitous language used in 
discourse on the floor, especially im-
portant on this aftermath, the day 
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after the 444th celebration of the birth 
of Shakespeare. I thank the gentleman 
for his distinguished presentation. 

Madam Chairman, I would be happy 
to yield to the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the 
chairman for yielding. We are also pre-
pared to accept this amendment. We 
think it’s a good amendment. 

Although I was very taken by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts’ prose, 
I would indicate we did have a pretty 
extensive hearing in the Coast Guard 
Subcommittee on this particular 
bridge and this waterway up in Fall 
River. I’m never caught short about 
the imagination of the Massachusetts 
delegation. 

Just to be clear, the FERC approval 
of that site was based upon one bridge. 
After the delegation applied for the 
construction of a new bridge and there 
was a proposal to demolish the old 
bridge 100 yards from the new bridge, 
the Massachusetts delegation has fall-
en in love with this old bridge. As a re-
sult, it is not a navigable waterway. 
That was the basis for the Coast 
Guard’s decision in this matter. I con-
gratulate Mr. MARKEY for not only his 
good amendment but also the Massa-
chusetts delegation in general for their 
ingenious work. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MARKEY. How much time do I 
have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 1 
minute. 

Mr. MARKEY. The purpose of my 
amendment is not the prevention of 
LNG facilities, but rather to promote 
coordinate between the Coast Guard 
and the FERC in siting. We have two 
other offshore facilities which we are 
also going to be licensing in Massachu-
setts. We need more LNG. We just want 
to make sure that there is good policy, 
good sense, good coordination. 

Again, it’s my great honor to have 
the support of the polysyllabic pro-
fessor of transportation legislation, the 
gentleman from Minnesota, who has a 
mastery of the English language that 
when the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is re-
viewed, no matter how many com-
pound, complex sentences that he ut-
ters, they always parse. And that’s a 
special gift that the chairman has. In 
the area of transportation that is so 
complex, we need people with those 
abilities to be able to put together 
complex policies as he does. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-
tleman for those thoughtful remarks. 

I yield the balance of our time to the 
distinguished Chair of the Coast Guard 
Subcommittee, Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Chairman, 
how much time do we have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 31⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in full support of this amendment. 

It is another one of those makes-sense 
amendments that strengthens the leg-
islation. 

We have a situation here where cur-
rently, under an existing memorandum 
of understanding between FERC and 
the Coast Guard, the Coast Guard al-
ready provides the results of its water-
way suitability reports to FERC. This 
amendment would simply codify that 
practice. The amendment would then 
require FERC to inform the Secretary 
of the actions the commission has 
taken regarding the proposed termi-
nal’s application. 

It simply makes sense. We’ve got to 
have the Coast Guard and FERC work-
ing together. Of course the Coast 
Guard determines suitability of the wa-
terway leading into the location where 
the LNG is going to be, and then of 
course FERC takes a look at other 
things. So the combination of them 
working together is so very, very, very 
important, and so we wholeheartedly 
support the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MARKEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. ZOE 

LOFGREN OF CALIFORNIA 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 8 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
Madam Chairman, I have an amend-
ment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 8 offered by Ms. 
ZOE LOFGREN of California: 

At the end of title VII add the following: 
SEC. ll. USE OF SECONDARY AUTHENTICATION 

FOR TRANSPORTATION SECURITY 
CARDS. 

The Secretary of Homeland Security may 
use a secondary authentication system for 
individuals applying for transportation secu-
rity cards when fingerprints are not able to 
be taken or read to enhance transportation 
security. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
Madam Chairman, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

My amendment is a simple one. It al-
lows the Secretary of the Department 
of Homeland Security to use a sec-
ondary authentication system to verify 
the identity of individuals who are ap-
plying for transportation worker iden-
tification credentials when those indi-
viduals have failed in their biometric 
verification due to the quality of their 
fingerprints. 

Since this is the Department of 
Homeland Security, these credentials 
are called TWICs. And it is necessary 
currently, in the bill and under law, to 

have your fingerprints taken to enroll 
to get this TWIC. However, and this is 
very interesting, Stanford University 
has done the research. It turns out that 
about 5 percent of the population is un-
able to have their fingerprints taken. 
Now the reasons for this can be many; 
genetics, age, there is an ethnicity 
component, illness, hard labor. And 
when that happens, what that means is 
that individuals who would otherwise 
need the card will not be able to get 
the card unless this amendment is 
adopted. 

I’ll give you an example of an indi-
vidual who has been impacted. George 
Thomas of Houston, Texas. Mr. Thom-
as is 85 years old and he is the presi-
dent of Higman Marine Services. 
Higman Marine has been in the inland 
towing business since 1917. When Mr. 
Thomas applied for his TWIC card, he 
was told that his skin was too thin to 
have his fingerprints read and to come 
back in a couple of months to apply 
again. Well, what happens to Mr. 
Thomas, his company, and all his em-
ployees? What happens to his business 
without the president able to comply 
with TWIC requirements through no 
fault of his own? 

The TWIC procedure already requires 
TSA to send pertinent parts of the en-
rollment record to the FBI as well as 
within the Department of Homeland 
Security so that appropriate terrorist 
threat, criminal history and immigra-
tion checks can be performed. This 
amendment authorizes the Secretary of 
DHS to perform a secondary check if a 
person’s prints cannot be read instead 
of telling them to come back in a cou-
ple of months. This would mean an ad-
ditional check of the name, but in the 
future, when the technology has been 
accepted for broad use, it could also in-
clude the use of other biometrics, such 
as iris, facial or retina scans, voice rec-
ognition and the like. It merely gives 
discretion to the Secretary to either do 
the name check, or use alternative bio-
metrics. 

The point of this amendment is to 
enhance security, but also to allow 
workers who are applying for TWIC to 
avoid being rejected unfairly. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this amendment as well as the 
underlying bill. I would like to thank 
the chairman, Mr. OBERSTAR, and also 
Mr. CUMMINGS for their wonderful work 
on this bill. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to con-
trol the time in opposition although I 
will not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Ohio is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Chair-

man, we’re prepared to accept this 
amendment, although I must say we 
have concerns about the overall effect 
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the language will have on the require-
ments under the Transportation Work-
er Identification Credential program 
and port security levels in general. 

As we all know, and the committee 
has received voluminous testimony, 
TWIC readers will not be available for 
some time. However, in my opinion, we 
should not relax identification require-
ments once the readers are in place in 
our Nation’s ports. The evidence at the 
committee is that we’re not dealing 
with an unknown universe of individ-
uals, we’re dealing with a universe any-
where from 750,000 to 1.5 million people 
who will eventually come and require a 
TWIC card. 

I look forward to working with Rep-
resentative ZOE LOFGREN and commend 
her on behalf of this 85-year-old gen-
tleman, and others, for bringing this 
matter to our attention. I look forward 
to working with Chairman OBERSTAR 
and Chairman CUMMINGS and Rep-
resentative ZOE LOFGREN in the con-
ference to perhaps tweak the TWIC lan-
guage and make sure that we’re not 
saying that, in fact, the alternative 
identification measures are biometric, 
and they’re not saying that we’re going 
to use someone’s driver’s license as a 
substitute for those procedures. 

I look forward to the conference, and 
would be happy to yield to the chair-
man for his observations on the amend-
ment. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. And I share those 
concerns. 

Lockheed Martin, which has the con-
tractor responsibility for issuance of 
TWIC cards, has reported that finger-
print rejection rate due to poor print 
quality has been in the range of 2 per-
cent. If you happen to be one of those 
2 percent, then you really have a prob-
lem. And so that requires those who 
are rejected to keep coming back to an 
enrollment center. And the amendment 
would alleviate mariners from having 
to make several trips. 

I remember myself, when I was work-
ing my way through college, I was 
working at a concrete block factory. I 
eventually wore out gloves and I said I 
can’t afford any more gloves, so I just 
moved the concrete blocks with my 
hands until eventually I had such thick 
calluses I had no fingerprint whatever, 
no markings on any of my fingers. It 
took months afterwards, back in col-
lege, to shed those calluses. So I can 
imagine workers on the docks and all 
having similar problems. And I think 
this relief for mariners will be very, 
very beneficial. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. I would ask the 

distinguished chairman of the sub-
committee if he has any observations. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

I support this amendment, also. 
Under section 7–105 of title 46, United 

States Code, the Department of Home-
land Security is required to issue a bio-
metric credential to individuals who 
are authorized to have unescorted ac-

cess to secure areas, vessels and facili-
ties. And some people are unable to ac-
complish that. I was just talking to my 
aid, who said that she went to see the 
rollout and they didn’t pick up her fin-
gerprints, which was a bad day for 
them. And so I think we have to ad-
dress this. 

We will work to ensure that this 
amendment would not alter the stand-
ards in which a TWIC is issued in any 
way; however, we need to provide op-
tions for individuals whose finger-
prints, like my aid’s, cannot be used to 
authenticate the cards. 

I strongly support the amendment, 
and we will tweak the TWIC. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the 
chairman and reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. At 
this point, I would also like to thank 
Chairman THOMPSON of the Homeland 
Security Committee for his hard work 
on this bill. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in support of the amendment of-
fered by Representative ZOE LOFGREN. 
As you know, in order to obtain a 
TWIC, a port worker must be 
fingerprinted. The problem is that it’s 
not always possible to get an image of 
the person’s fingerprint, as has been 
mentioned a few minutes ago. From ex-
cessive sweating to dry skin, all of that 
can impede the capture of a useable 
fingerprint. Dry skin is a common oc-
currence, age, genetics, disease can 
also cause dry skin. We need to address 
this. 

As you know, the TSA is supposed to 
issue credentials to at least 850,000 
workers by the end of September. Be-
cause of these limitations, we need to 
have a plan, TSA needs to have a plan, 
and this is why this amendment is im-
portant. A person’s skin should not 
prevent them from getting 
credentialed for a job that they need. I 
urge support of this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Who seeks 
time? 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
Madam Chairman, I would reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I would indicate 
to the gentlelady that if you’re pre-
pared to close, I will yield back when 
you’re done. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Be-
fore I yield back, let me just note that 
I have no motivation to weaken the se-
curity of the—— 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman will suspend. 

The Chair would note that the gen-
tlewoman from California has the right 
to close. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Then I am happy 
to yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1300 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Because the 
gentleman is not managing time in op-
position, the proponent has the right 
to close. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I just want to be 
clear as we move forward, Madam 
Chairman. This has happened a couple 
of times. And I am not questioning the 
ruling of the Chair, but a couple of 
times, the chairman of the committee, 
Mr. OBERSTAR, has risen to claim time 
in opposition without being opposed to 
the amendment and has claimed the 
right to close, and I just want to make 
sure we’re all squared away. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The asser-
tions of a Member from the floor are 
not rulings. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. No. You’re doing 
a great job and making great rulings. I 
just want to be clear as we move for-
ward, because we have about six more 
amendments. It is my understanding 
that the chairman closed because he 
was defending the position of the com-
mittee, which I’m doing. If that’s not 
the ruling of the Chair, I’m happy to 
live with the ruling of the excellent 
Chair, but I just want to make sure 
we’re squared away. 

But in the meantime, I’m yielding 
back my time. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
Madam Chairman, I will just note 
there is not much of a closing. We are 
in agreement on this amendment. I ap-
preciate the support. I look forward to 
working further on this. 

Certainly, we don’t want to weaken 
our security, but we don’t want hard-
working people who just can’t get their 
fingerprints taken to be put out of a 
job. So we are of one mind on this. I 
thank the committee, all the Members. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ZOE LOFGREN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF 

NEW YORK 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 9 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Madam 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. 
BISHOP of New York: 

At the end of title VII add the following: 
SEC. ll. REPORT ON STATE AND LOCAL LAW 

ENFORCEMENT AUGMENTATION OF 
COAST GUARD RESOURCES WITH RE-
SPECT TO SECURITY ZONES AND 
UNITED STATES PORTS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the 
department in which the Coast Guard is op-
erating shall submit to the Committees on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and 
Homeland Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committees on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate a report on the extent to 
which State and local law enforcement enti-
ties are augmenting Coast Guard resources 
by enforcing Coast Guard-imposed security 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 04:48 Apr 25, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00063 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24AP7.064 H24APPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

64
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2724 April 24, 2008 
zones around vessels transiting to, through, 
or from United States ports and conducting 
port security patrols. At a minimum, the re-
port shall specify– 

(1) the number of ports in which State and 
local law enforcement entities are providing 
any services to enforce Coast Guard-imposed 
security zones around vessels transiting to, 
through, or from United States ports or to 
conduct security patrols in United States 
ports; 

(2) the number of formal agreements en-
tered into between the Coast Guard and 
State and local law enforcement entities to 
engage State and local law enforcement enti-
ties in the enforcement of Coast Guard-im-
posed security zones around vessels 
transiting to, through, or from United States 
ports or the conduct of port security patrols 
in United States ports, the duration of those 
agreements, and the aid that State and local 
entities are engaged to provided through 
these agreements; 

(3) the extent to which the Coast Guard has 
set national standards for training, equip-
ment, and resources to ensure that State and 
local law enforcement entities engaged in 
enforcing Coast Guard-imposed security 
zones around vessels transiting to, through, 
or from United States ports or in conducting 
port security patrols in United States ports 
(or both) can deter to the maximum extent 
practicable a transportation security inci-
dent (as that term is defined in section 70101 
of title 46, United States Code); 

(4) the extent to which the Coast Guard has 
assessed the ability of State and local law 
enforcement entities to carry out the secu-
rity assignments which they have been en-
gaged to perform, including their ability to 
meet any national standards for training, 
equipment, and resources that have been es-
tablished by the Coast Guard in order to en-
sure that these entities can deter to the 
maximum extent practicable a transpor-
tation security incident (as that term is de-
fined in section 70101 of title 46, United 
States Code); 

(5) the extent to which State and local law 
enforcement entities are able to meet na-
tional standards for training, equipment, and 
resources established by the Coast Guard to 
ensure that those entities can deter to the 
maximum extent practicable a transpor-
tation security incident (as that term is de-
fined in section 70101 of title 46, United 
States Code); 

(6) the differences in law enforcement au-
thority, and particularly boarding authority, 
between the Coast Guard and State and local 
law enforcement entities, and the impact 
that these differences have on the ability of 
State and local law enforcement entities to 
provide the same level of security that the 
Coast Guard provides during the enforce-
ment of Coast Guard-imposed security zones 
and the conduct of security patrols in United 
States ports; and 

(7) the extent of resource, training, and 
equipment differences between State and 
local law enforcement entities and the Coast 
Guard units engaged in enforcing Coast 
Guard-imposed security zones around vessels 
transiting to, through, or from United States 
ports or conducting security patrols in 
United States ports. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. BISHOP) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Let me start by thanking Chairman 
OBERSTAR and Chairman CUMMINGS and 
Ranking Member LATOURETTE for their 
leadership and tireless advocacy on be-
half of the Coast Guard. I would also 
like to express my gratitude for the in-
valuable service provided by our exem-
plary Coast Guardsmen and women 
every day. 

My amendment would require the 
Coast Guard to study the extent to 
which State and local law enforcement 
augment Coast Guard resources by en-
forcing Coast Guard-imposed security 
zones around vessels transiting to and 
from U.S. ports and conducting port se-
curity patrols. The amendment re-
quires the Coast Guard to study and 
clarify their relationship with local 
law enforcement, the standards set to 
ensure that local law enforcement of 
Coast Guard security zones can deter a 
security incident. The amendment also 
seeks to identify the differences in law 
enforcement authority, particularly 
boarding authority, between the Coast 
Guard and local law enforcement. This 
amendment is necessary given evidence 
that the Coast Guard is overextended 
around the country. 

A 2007 GAO report states that the as-
sistance the Coast Guard already re-
ceives from State and local law en-
forcement is vital to meet security re-
quirements with limited resources. 

Some may point to this as a vindica-
tion of local law enforcement’s ability 
to share in the responsibilities of pro-
tecting hazardous cargo from potential 
threats. I would argue that the GAO 
has shed a light on a more fundamental 
issue: a lack of adequate Coast Guard 
resources and a potential new role for 
local law enforcement that has histori-
cally been reserved for the Coast 
Guard. This issue requires increased 
scrutiny. 

After 9/11 and the absorption of the 
Coast Guard by the Department of 
Homeland Security, considerable 
strain was placed on Coast Guard re-
sources. This shortfall is apparent as 
dozens of LNG proposals across the 
country compete for Coast Guard re-
sources to make waterways suitable for 
hazardous cargo. The Coast Guard on 
several occasions has expressed its con-
cerns to Congress about the prolifera-
tion of LNG proposals that require ex-
tensive Coast Guard oversight. The 
limited public discussion about who 
should provide these resources has led 
to unanswered questions. Is this some-
thing that should be passed on to the 
consumer through the price of goods? 
Is this a local responsibility? Is this a 
Federal responsibility? This amend-
ment begins the dialogue necessary to 
clarify what ratio of responsibility is 
appropriate to protect hazardous cargo. 

It is vital to maritime security to de-
termine the role local law enforcement 
should play in protecting hazardous 
cargo so that, as policymakers, we can 
determine exactly what the Coast 
Guard needs to protect and preserve 
America’s waterways. 

Madam Chairman, I encourage my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim time 
in opposition to the amendment, even 
though I am not opposed. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Minnesota 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I want to start by 

thanking the Chair and the Parliamen-
tarian for clarification of a rule of the 
House that somehow escaped my un-
derstanding, and it was interesting to 
have that explanation. I apologize to 
the gentleman from Ohio if we had 
some missteps even to the advantage of 
the committee. 

Of course, I support the amendment, 
as I said at the outset. It’s a study and 
report amendment to provide a critical 
assessment of how much the Coast 
Guard has done to establish standards 
for State and local law enforcement 
units that perform maritime patrols 
and the extent to which law enforce-
ment can meet those standards. I think 
it’s useful to have that information. 

Madam Chairman, I would be happy 
to yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the 
chairman very much for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, we have no objec-
tion to the amendment and are pleased 
to accept it. I want to congratulate Mr. 
BISHOP, a valued member of the com-
mittee and the subcommittee. 

This will require the Coast Guard to 
report on the use and qualification of 
State and local officials used in a secu-
rity capacities at LNG facilities. 

I would just remark parenthetically 
that I assume that the chairman was 
able to close because he is much more 
revered in the institution than I am, 
and I accept that and I also agree with 
that assessment. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-
tleman. I think we got away with one 
for a while. 

Madam Chairman, I yield such time 
as he may consume to the distin-
guished Chair of the subcommittee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the chair-
man for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, I fully support 
this amendment by Mr. BISHOP, the 
Vice Chair of our subcommittee. 

This amendment would require the 
Coast Guard to detail the extent to 
which State and local law enforcement 
entities are augmenting Coast Guard 
resources by conducting port security 
patrols and by aiding in the enforce-
ment of Coast Guard-imposed security 
zones around vessels entering our 
ports. 

While I have the utmost respect for 
State and local law enforcement, the 
subcommittee is concerned that such 
entities may be undertaking maritime 
patrols to augment the Coast Guard’s 
resources without having previously 
had experience performing law enforce-
ment functions on the water and with-
out fully understanding what it takes 
to respond to the unique threats that 
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confront our Nation in the maritime 
environment. 

The study required by Mr. BISHOP’s 
amendment would provide the critical 
assessment that is needed both of 
whether the Coast Guard has estab-
lished adequate training, resource, and 
equipment standards for State and 
local law enforcement units performing 
maritime patrols and the extent to 
which law enforcement can meet these 
standards. 

I fully support the amendment. 
Mr. BISHOP of New York. Madam 

Chairman, let me simply close by 
thanking Chairman OBERSTAR and 
Chairman CUMMINGS and Mr. 
LATOURETTE for their support of this 
amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BISHOP). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 

GEORGIA 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 10 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk that has been made in order by 
the rule. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia: 

Strikes titles X and XI. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

I am offering this amendment be-
cause I am concerned about the intent 
and the function of title X and title XI. 
I would like to seek some clarification 
from the chairman of the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
my friend from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR), if he would join me in a discus-
sion. 

Mr. OBERSTAR, with respect to title 
X, I’m concerned that if we transfer 80 
percent of the funding for the Coast 
Guard Administrative Law Judge func-
tions to the National Transportation 
Safety Board, the Coast Guard will not 
be able to manage the appeals process 
of any of the truck, rail, and port 
workers who might be denied the 
Transportation Worker Identification 
Credential, or TWIC, card. My concern 
is that we will create a bottleneck in 
the appeals process, effectively slowing 
TWIC appeals and preventing American 
workers from gainful employment 
while appeals are adjudicated. 

Can you assure us that when this bill 
emerges from conference that you will 

make sure that the Coast Guard re-
tains sufficient resources to address 
the expected TWIC appeal workload re-
sulting from the million workers that 
are applying? 

I yield to the gentleman from Min-
nesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Certainly it’s our intention to pro-
tect the resources of the Coast Guard. 
We will work to assure that when a bill 
emerges from conference that there 
will be sufficient change, that we will 
not elevate one mission above any 
other critical Coast Guard mission. 

And as further clarification, it was 
simply a request from NTSB that at 
least for 1 year we transfer adequate 
funds to start off. So the legislation 
limits that transfer of dollars to 1 year, 
and we will work to assure the 
strengthening of that language to 
make sure that that’s only for 1 year. 
And then in the meantime, as I said in 
an earlier discussion on this matter, we 
will go to the Appropriations Com-
mittee, I hope in a bipartisan effort, to 
ask them to provide sufficient addi-
tional funding for the Coast Guard to 
continue to carry out its missions. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank you 
for that assurance. It’s certainly a 
huge issue, as far as I’m concerned, as 
we deal with Homeland Security and 
TWIC cards. So I greatly appreciate the 
chairman’s assurance of that, and I’m 
looking forward to that bipartisan ef-
fort. We, unfortunately, don’t have 
enough bipartisanship and bipartisan 
effort here; so I thank the chairman for 
that. 

Reclaiming my time, Madam Chair-
man, with respect to title XI, I’m con-
cerned that the current language 
might give the appearance of elevating 
the Coast Guard’s marine safety mis-
sion above its other critical missions, 
such as search and rescue, national de-
fense, and port security. 

Can you confirm for me, Mr. Chair-
man, that it is not your intent to ele-
vate this one mission above other mis-
sions that are critical for the Coast 
Guard? 

I yield to the gentleman from Min-
nesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Again I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

It is certainly not our intent to ele-
vate marine safety. Marine safety is 
one of several functions of the Coast 
Guard. But as I said in earlier debates, 
when Mr. YOUNG, then chairman of the 
committee, and I were at the White 
House at the earliest stages of creating 
the Department of Homeland Security, 
we raised this issue at the White House 
and said, You’re not making clear 
enough distinction between the home-
land security role of the Coast Guard 
and the other functions, search and 
rescue, marine safety, aid in naviga-
tion, and so on. So we’re now providing 
that clear delineation, assuring there 
are adequate resources, providing addi-
tional personnel to the Coast Guard, 
the first really substantial increase in 

Coast Guard personnel since I came to 
Congress in 1975. And I’m really insist-
ent on this, that we do not elevate 
above that but that we clearly delin-
eate the marine safety function of the 
Coast Guard. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Certainly 
that’s important. 

And reclaiming my time, I thank the 
gentleman for his assurances, and I ap-
preciate his willingness to engage in 
this dialogue to clarify the intent of 
these two titles and his commitment to 
work with me in conference to ensure 
that the Coast Guard has the authori-
ties and resources it needs to secure 
our homeland. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

I just wanted to say that we are very 
concerned, as you are, and please note 
that no TWIC applicants have re-
quested an ALJ hearing as of April 13. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia’s time has ex-
pired. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Chair-
man, I would like to claim the time in 
opposition to the amendment even 
though I am not opposed and would 
continue to yield to the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Ohio is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
Madam Chairman, I want to join 

with Chairman OBERSTAR in strongly 
opposing this amendment. But we do 
plan to work with the gentleman on 
this. 

Title X grants mariners a ‘‘change of 
venue’’ when they appeal the suspen-
sion and revocation of their profes-
sional credentials from an Administra-
tive Law Judge system controlled by 
the very same Coast Guard that is 
seeking to take their credentials to a 
system located in a neutral agency, the 
National Transportation Safety Board. 

b 1315 
I note that title X would move only 

Coast Guard suspension and revocation 
cases to NTSB. All other cases cur-
rently heard by the Coast Guard ALJ, 
including cases from TSA, would be un-
affected by title X. I know that the 
concerns have been raised by the gen-
tleman and that the changes proposed 
in title X would leave the Coast Guard 
ALJ program without the resources to 
handle the TSA, but we certainly ques-
tion that. However, I note that the 
cases heard by the Coast Guard’s ALJ 
for TSA and for other agencies, like 
NOAA, are heard on a cost reimburse-
ment basis. Title X would continue to 
allow agencies to reimburse the Coast 
Guard ALJ for the costs associated 
with adjudication of those cases 

Further, I’d note that since TSA was 
established, that agency has filed 504 
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civil penalty cases with the Coast 
Guard ALJ, 60 cases remain pending, a 
total of 230 cases did not proceed to an 
adjudication. Orders granting motions 
for a decision were issued in 156 cases, 
and dismissal orders were granted in 
four cases. 

Finally, let me say this. No TWIC ap-
plicants have requested an ALJ hear-
ing as of April 13, though there have 
been 230 enrollments, and they started 
enrolling back in October of 2007. Deci-
sions and orders were issued in only 54 
cases, which would be an average of 
about nine cases per year. 

So, again, we have the same con-
cerns, and I hope you understand why 
this even came about, because we have 
some very painful testimony from 
mariners about how they felt that the 
system was already set up against 
them before they got into the hearing 
room. And we had testimony from Ad-
ministrative Law Judges who were con-
cerned that an atmosphere of unfair-
ness was being pushed upon them by 
those who may have been above them. 

So I think that the ranking member 
and I and other members of our com-
mittee agreed that we needed to do 
something, and we thought this was 
the best vehicle. We have the same 
concerns that you have. 

With that, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. My concern 
was that the GAO is going to inves-
tigate any improprieties within the 
current Administrative Law Judge 
System, and that GAO report hasn’t 
been completed. This just seems pre-
mature. That is what drew my concern, 
and I appreciate the chairman’s assur-
ances. 

With that, I have got one more state-
ment. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Reclaiming my 
time for a minute, it is my under-
standing that the gentleman from 
Georgia is going to ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw his amendment, and I 
want to express my appreciation be-
cause the amendment, from my per-
spective, is problematic. We do concur 
in the concerns that have been ex-
pressed in the colloquy between the 
chairman and Mr. BROUN, and I want to 
congratulate Dr. BROUN as another new 
Member of the House who has really 
stepped up to the plate and brought im-
portant issues before this body. 

I would tell the gentleman that we 
did have some pretty illuminating 
hearings on the Administrative Law 
Judge, and the current Acting Chair-
man and I both served as prosecuting 
attorneys, she was also a judge, and I 
would tell you that my experience, and 
I think she would echo this, is that 
people can accept when they come into 
a forum if they lose, as long as they be-
lieve that they have lost fairly. The 
testimony that we received was that 
there are a number of people that don’t 

have that feeling going in. It was our 
hope by making this small adjustment 
that even when they are ruled against, 
they will say, I got my day in court. 

That was the objective. I do appre-
ciate the gentleman’s concern. I prom-
ise him that we will continue to work 
on it as it goes to conference. 

I would be happy to yield once again 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I submit for the RECORD two 
letters, a statement from the Com-
mandant of the Coast Guard, as well as 
the letter from TSA stating their con-
cern on these titles. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY, UNITED STATES COAST 
GUARD, 

Washington, DC, April 23, 2008. 
Hon. JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR: On April 18, the 
Committee filed with the Rules Committee 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
to H.R. 2830, that would be retitled the 
‘‘Coast Guard Authorization Act of 2008.’’ 
During numerous meetings and staff-level 
discussions over several months, we have de-
scribed how a number of provisions that ap-
pear in this amendment would compromise 
organizational efficiency and operational ef-
fectiveness, diminish my command and con-
trol, and ultimately reduce the Coast 
Guard’s effectiveness in carrying out its 
safety, security, and stewardship missions. 
We have expressed these and other concerns 
in Department of Homeland Security views 
letters concerning earlier bill language. The 
amendment also contains provisions neither 
previously shared nor discussed with the 
Coast Guard. 

One provision requiring that the Coast 
Guard provide security around liquefied nat-
ural gas terminals and tankers is contrary to 
the existing assistance framework, at odds 
with accepted risk management practices, 
and would divert finite Coast Guard assets 
from other high-priority missions. I rec-
ommend a broader discussion of security 
measures for all extremely hazardous car-
goes. In the Statement of Administration 
Policy on H.R. 2830, the Administration has 
stated that, if the bill is presented to the 
President with this provision, his senior ad-
visors would recommend that he veto the 
bill. 

Among the others is one that, while simi-
lar to the Administration’s proposal, fails to 
authorize the President to appoint officers to 
positions of importance and responsibility to 
accommodate organizational change in the 
future (Admirals and Vice Admirals). Others, 
primarily involving our important marine 
safety mission, would statutorily fix the des-
ignation and duties of other senior Coast 
Guard officials and officials at all levels of 
command, and prescribe inflexible personnel 
qualification requirements. Still other provi-
sions would diminish the Coast Guard’s ca-
pacity to adjudicate merchant mariner li-
censing matters efficiently and effectively 
and support other vital security adjudica-
tions of the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity (Appeals to National Transportation 
Safety Board). Still more provisions would 
prescribe contracting and acquisition prac-
tices for the Deepwater program, thereby in-
creasing the cost of, and adding delay to, the 
Deepwater acquisition process, as well as cir-
cumventing the review and approval author-
ity of Coast Guard technical authorities 
(Coast Guard Integrated Deepwater Pro-
gram). 

Among the new provisions is one that dra-
matically alters admission procedures for 
the U.S. Coast Guard Academy. While I have 
discussed Academy admissions several times 
with Chairman Cummings and we agree that 
our process should yield successful cadets 
and reflect our diverse society, the proposed 
Congressional nomination process deserves 
full discussion and deliberate consideration. 
Other new provisions that affect how we exe-
cute our missions deserve similar scrutiny. 
Conversely, the bill omits the Administra-
tion proposal for much needed enhanced au-
thority to prosecute those who would smug-
gle undocumented aliens into the United 
States by sea (Maritime Alien Smuggling 
Law Enforcement Act) and the Administra-
tion’s proposal to protect seafarers who par-
ticipate in investigations and adjudication of 
environmental crimes or who have been 
abandoned in the United States (Protection 
of and fair treatment of seafarers). 

Over the last year in the course of hear-
ings, personal meetings with you, and re-
gional forums with industry, as well as in 
my public statements, I have assured you 
and the public that we share a common ob-
jective: a robust marine safety program suit-
ed to meet the evolving demands of industry 
and the marine public. I am already taking 
aggressive steps to right the balance between 
our marine safety mission and our other 
vital responsibilities, and improve the effec-
tiveness, consistency, and responsiveness of 
our marine safety program, consistent with 
the framework I presented to you last Sep-
tember. Legislation such as the provisions I 
describe above was unnecessary to start this 
process. As I have stated on several occa-
sions, I am the Commandant and am ac-
countable to you to produce the changes 
needed to improve program performance. 

Including these provisions and others in an 
Authorization Act that would otherwise be 
welcome compels me to strongly oppose the 
bill. 

Sincerely, 
T.W. ALLEN, 

Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commandant. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY, TRANSPORTATION SECU-
RITY ADMINISTRATION, 

Arlington, VA, April 22, 2008. 
Hon. PETER T. KING, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Homeland Se-

curity, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN KING: I am writing to 
express the Transportation Security Admin-
istration’s (TSA) strong opposition to Title 
X—Appeals to National Transportation Safe-
ty Board (NTSB) of the manager’s amend-
ment to H.R. 2830, the ‘‘Coast Guard Author-
ization Act of 2007.’’ Title X would transfer 
Coast Guard Administrative Law Judge 
(ALJ) authority for review of merchant mar-
iner documentation and 80 percent of the 
Coast Guard ALJ budget to the NTSB. This 
could have an adverse impact upon the adju-
dication of TSA’s civil enforcement cases 
and anticipated cases dealing with the 
Transportation Worker Identification Cre-
dential (TWIC) program. 

TSA questions whether sufficient legal, ad-
ministrative, and budget resources will con-
tinue to be provided to the Coast Guard to 
support its remaining ALJ functions, includ-
ing adjudication of TSA security cases. 

For more than 5 years, TSA has been ex-
tremely well served by the Coast Guard 
ALJs as fair, impartial, and responsive adju-
dicators in security cases involving individ-
uals in the transportation sector. Under an 
interagency agreement, Coast Guard ALJs 
play a major role in TSA’s enforcement and 
security credentialing programs. They adju-
dicate aviation security civil penalty cases, 
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Hazardous Materials Endorsement (HME) 
and TWIC denials of requests for waivers and 
appeals from individuals who have received a 
Final Determination of Threat Assessment; 
appeals by air cargo workers who have re-
ceived a Final Determination of Threat As-
sessment; and appeals by individuals holding 
or applying for Federal Aviation Administra-
tion certificates, ratings, or authorizations 
who have received a Final Determination of 
Threat Assessment. 

In the absence of sufficient ALJ legal and 
administrative resources at the Coast Guard, 
TSA does not regard NTSB ALJs as a good 
alternative. Coast Guard ALJs have substan-
tial expertise in fair adjudication of security 
programs. NTSB ALJs do not have expertise 
in transportation security matters. As TSA 
continually expands the implementation of 
the TWIC program and the Coast Guard en-
forces it at our Nation’s seaports, TSA and 
TWIC applicants will benefit from the sub-
stantial experience Coast Guard ALJs have 
in the maritime security environment. 

In addition, Coast Guard ALJs have been 
sensitive to the challenges faced by individ-
uals representing themselves in a formal ad-
ministrative process and have worked with 
TSA to develop simplified procedures. 

TSA and Coast Guard have worked to-
gether for years to establish caseload man-
agement procedures, agreements, and fund-
ing processes to efficiently handle TSA 
cases. For example, the Coast Guard serves 
as TSA’s Docketing Center for its formal 
hearing process. Shifting the workload to 
ALJs of another agency would create a huge 
setback for TSA enforcement and adminis-
tration. ALJ coverage, budgeting, processing 
time, and even geographic availability would 
have to be reassessed and reestablished, a 
process that may take several years. 

In addition, TSA’s HME and TWIC are fee- 
based programs. TSA developed its fee mod-
els based on Coast Guard cost estimates and 
processing models. If conditions necessitate 
TSA’s seeking ALJ services outside Coast 
Guard, this could affect program costs, and 
consequently, fees for applicants. 

I would appreciate your consideration of 
TSA’s concerns about the potential adverse 
impact of Title X on the efficient adjudica-
tion of important TSA security cases. 

Identical letters have been sent to the 
Chairman of the House Homeland Security 
Committee as well as the Chairman and 
Ranking Member of the House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. Please do 
not hesitate to contact Ms. Claire Heffernan, 
Acting Assistant Administrator for Legisla-
tive Affairs, at (571) 227–2717 if you have any 
questions about this matter. 

Sincerely yours, 
KIP HAWLEY, 

Assistant Secretary. 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. CUELLAR 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 11 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 11 offered by Mr. 
CUELLAR: 

Add at the end the following: 

TITLE ll—ADDITIONAL MISCELLANEOUS 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. ll. MISSION REQUIREMENT ANALYSIS FOR 
NAVIGABLE PORTIONS OF THE RIO 
GRANDE RIVER, TEXAS, INTER-
NATIONAL WATER BOUNDARY. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the 
department in which the Coast Guard is op-
erating shall prepare a mission requirement 
analysis for the navigable portions of the Rio 
Grande River, Texas, international water 
boundary. The analysis shall take into ac-
count the Coast Guard’s involvement on the 
Rio Grande River by assessing Coast Guard 
missions, assets, and personnel assigned 
along the Rio Grande River. The analysis 
shall also identify what would be needed for 
the Coast Guard to increase search and res-
cue operations, migrant interdiction oper-
ations, and drug interdiction operations. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Thank you, Madam 
Chair. I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

First, I want to thank Chairman 
OBERSTAR and also Chairman 
CUMMINGS and the ranking member 
from Ohio for the work that they have 
done on this particular bill, and also, 
Chairman THOMPSON, from the 
Committe on Homeland Security, for 
the work that they did on this bill to-
gether. 

I also understand, Madam Chair, that 
this amendment is acceptable both to 
the majority and the minority, and it’s 
also bipartisan. I believe Congressman 
MCCAUL will be speaking on this 
amendment in a few minutes. 

Madam Chair, today the U.S. House 
of Representatives has an opportunity 
to improve the important and critical 
mission of the United States Coast 
Guard. One of the Coast Guard’s most 
important functions is providing safety 
and security in international waters. I 
was born in Laredo, Texas. Laredo is 
located on the international border be-
tween the United States and Mexico. 
Our border is divided by the inter-
national waters called the Rio Grande 
River. 

There have been many efforts to im-
prove security along the U.S.-Mexico 
border. Some of those partnerships be-
tween the local and Federal Govern-
ment law enforcement agencies have 
proven to be beneficial. The border se-
curity responsibilities shared by law 
enforcement departments are com-
plicated for the first responders from 
the local communities that are located 
on the international waters of the Rio 
Grande. The safety of the international 
boundary is a national security con-
cern, as the level of violence in Mexico 
increases and spills across the border. 
Drugs, cash, and people continue to 
cross the border into the United 
States, despite our efforts. 

I am consistently asked and con-
tacted by local officials in my district 
who are asking for more support in 

their border security effort, specifi-
cally for help in patrolling the inter-
national waters of the Rio Grande. Un-
fortunately, the local law enforcement 
agencies and the border patrol have 
limited resources for patrolling the 
international water boundary. As the 
Rio Grande represents over 1,200 miles 
of international border, I believe that 
it is time to address the critical need 
to provide security on the Rio Grande 
River and not just along the shores of 
the Rio Grande River. 

My amendment would charge the 
U.S. Coast Guard to analyze what the 
current mission is along the inter-
national waters, including personnel 
and assets assessment. My amendment 
also asks the U.S. Coast Guard to iden-
tify what resources will be needed to 
increase the Coast Guard presence 
along the international boundary. 

Madam Chair, there has been many 
discussions as to how to best secure the 
United States border along with Mex-
ico. My amendment would simply 
allow us to consider the possibility of 
increasing the Coast Guard’s presence 
in the area of unquestionable, the 
international waters of the Rio Grande 
River. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. Madam Chair-

man, I ask for unanimous consent to 
claim time, although I am not opposed 
to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. I rise in sup-

port of this amendment. I want to com-
mend my colleague, Congressman 
CUELLAR, for bringing this amendment 
to the floor, and I am honored to sup-
port it. He has a great deal of expertise 
in this area. We have traveled to the 
border towns together, both on the 
United States side and in Mexico, and I 
met with law enforcement on both 
sides of the aisle and with government 
officials and we served on the United 
States-Mexico Interparliamentary 
Group. He understands the importance 
of security at the border, and particu-
larly in the post 9/11 world. 

Currently, there is little Coast Guard 
presence on international waterways 
shared with Mexico. This amendment 
would require the United States Coast 
Guard to provide an analysis of their 
mission strength for the navigable por-
tions of the Rio Grande River in Texas. 
The amendment also asks the U.S. 
Coast Guard to identify what resources 
would be needed to increase the Coast 
Guard’s presence along the inter-
national boundary of the Rio Grande 
River. 

One of the Coast Guard’s most impor-
tant functions is providing safety and 
security in international waters, and 
the safety of the international border 
is a national security concern as the 
level of violence in Mexico increases 
and continues to spill across our bor-
der. Contraband and undocumented 
people continue to pass and cross the 
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border into the United States, despite 
our best efforts. This amendment may 
also pave the way for future studies as-
sessing the need for Coast Guard pres-
ence in other areas of the United 
States where waterways are shared on 
the border of Mexico and with Canada. 

So having said that, I want to thank 
my colleague, Mr. CUELLAR, for bring-
ing this amendment, and I rise in sup-
port. 

I yield to my colleague from Ohio. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
We are not opposed to this amend-

ment. We are willing to accept the 
amendment, which requires the Coast 
Guard to develop mission needs down 
on the Rio Grande. I want to congratu-
late Mr. CUELLAR and Mr. MCCAUL, who 
looks remarkably like Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, for bringing this amend-
ment before the House. We accept it. 

Mr. CUELLAR. I just want to thank 
again the Chairman, Mr. OBERSTAR; 
Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. CUMMINGS, the 
ranking member from Ohio, and of 
course the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
MCCAUL). 

I yield the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-

tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CUELLAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. KIRK 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 12 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Mr. KIRK. Madam Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 12 offered by Mr. 
KIRK: 

Page 184, line 22, after ‘‘subparagraph (A)’’ 
insert ‘‘or (B).’’ 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. KIRK. I rise in strong support of 
the underlying legislation, which pro-
vides critical protection for our Na-
tion’s waterways. For the first time, 
this legislation requires ballast water 
treatment of ships entering the Great 
Lakes, which claim to have no ballast 
water on board. These ships were pre-
viously not subject to any exchange or 
treatment requirements, and that cre-
ated a massive loophole through which 
invasive species were introduced in our 
precious Great Lakes. I am very happy 
that this provision, similar to one I au-
thored with Mr. EMANUEL in H.R. 801, 
will close this dangerous and expensive 
loophole that, unfortunately, has so 
radically changed the Great Lakes en-
vironment. 

However, there is another loophole 
which currently exists in the bill which 
could help spread endemic diseases af-
fecting a myriad of Great Lakes fish. 

Viral hemorrhagic septicemia, or VHS, 
is a highly contagious viral disease 
that caused a significant number of 
fish deaths in North America since its 
introduction just in 2005. This virus is 
only present in four of the five Great 
Lakes so far, and threatens to cost bil-
lions of dollars to the region in lost 
fishing and tourism revenue. 

While the bill currently requires for-
eign ships to treat their ballast tanks 
in order to prevent new diseases from 
entering the Great Lakes, it exempts 
vessels from treating their ballast 
tanks when they operate exclusively 
inside the Great Lakes. This is a loop-
hole which should be closed in the 
event of an emergency pathogen out-
break. While the Great Lakes ships do 
not introduce new pathogens into the 
lakes, they can fully transmit a disease 
from one lake to another. Currently, 
Lake Superior is not yet infected with 
VHS. 

My amendment would close the loop-
hole by providing the Secretary of Ag-
riculture with the authority to request 
that Great Lakes vessels install ballast 
water treatment systems approved by 
the Coast Guard, should the Secretary 
deem it necessary in order to prevent 
the spread of an infectious disease from 
one Great Lake to another. The amend-
ment is supported by the Healing Our 
Waters, Great Lakes Coalition. 

I want to thank the chairman and 
ranking minority member, my col-
league from Ohio, for working with me 
on this very important amendment. 
It’s crucial that we provide the Depart-
ment of Agriculture with the authority 
to prevent the spread of VHS to a lake 
like Lake Superior and to give them 
the authority to slow down or stop the 
spread of other infectious pathogens. 
We must provide officials with all the 
necessary tools that they need to pro-
tect this critical ecosystem, the crown 
jewel of the Midwest environment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1330 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition, though I do not in-
tend to oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Minnesota 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Chairman, I 

want to thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) for of-
fering this amendment. It does indeed 
correct a technical mistake and over-
sight in drafting the bill. There should 
have been a cross-reference as we in-
serted one provision in the bill so that 
the interlake transfer of ballast water 
would have been covered. Unfortu-
nately, it was an oversight that the 
legislative counsel did not catch in 
time, and our committee staff found it 
after the manager’s amendment had 
been already presented. So through the 
vigilance of the gentleman from Illi-
nois and his concern for interlake 
transfer, we certainly accept this pro-
vision. 

I am very happy to report that not 
only did we deal with invasive species 
in the WRDA bill, but also in this 
Coast Guard bill. It is the first time we 
have enforcement language on invasive 
species and interlake transfer. As the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) 
said earlier today, this is a bad day for 
invasive species. This is another bad 
moment for invasive species. 

I also want to mention that either 
next week or the following week I have 
a meeting, the subject of which I have 
already discussed with Mr. 
LATOURETTE, with one of our major 
interlake shipping companies and other 
entities to put in place this shipping 
season a control pilot program for bal-
last water for lakers. The lakers 
present a more complicated challenge 
on ballast water exchange because they 
have four or five times as many ballast 
chambers as do the salties coming into 
the Great Lakes, and dealing with the 
volume of water and the number of bal-
last chambers and the treatment tech-
nology, it becomes much more com-
plicated for interlake shipping. 

We are going to address that this 
summer. We are going to put in place a 
pilot program and explore all of the 
treatment methodologies and equip-
ment and chemicals and how to treat 
those chemicals before they are again 
discharged back into the waters of the 
Great Lakes. And the viral hemor-
rhagic septicemia issue is chief among 
those. I think science still doesn’t 
know how to address it. But it and 
other such assaults upon this one-fifth 
of all the fresh water upon the face of 
the Earth is vital. We make an assault 
upon it in this legislation, and we are 
determined to follow it through. 

I thank the gentleman for his amend-
ment. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the 

chairman for yielding. 
Madam Chairman, we wholeheartedly 

support this amendment and congratu-
late the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) for his catch and for his unwav-
ering diligence and vigilance on Great 
Lakes water quality issues. Those of us 
that have the pleasure to represent dis-
tricts that are near or abut the Great 
Lakes know the damage that has been 
done by invasive species, both plants, 
animals and pathogens. The gentle-
man’s amendment improves upon our 
bill. 

As I said before during general de-
bate, I am so proud of this committee’s 
work on this ballast water exchange 
program. It really is a shining example 
of how Members of both parties can 
come together and do the right thing 
and the noble thing, and that, of 
course, all begins at the top with 
Chairman OBERSTAR’s leadership. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Chairman, I 
yield to the chairman of the sub-
committee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to thank the 
gentleman for the amendment. With-
out a doubt, it makes the bill better. I 
too am very proud of what we have 
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been able to accomplish with regard to 
ballast water. We have a duty to pro-
tect our environment, and this goes a 
long ways towards it. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Again, it is not just 
the Great Lakes, it’s the saltwater 
ports as well. Our colleagues on the 
west coast for many years, I remember 
in the seventies and eighties, were say-
ing, what are you worried about 
invasive species for? Then curious crea-
tures began to appear in the waters of 
the ports on the west coast from bal-
last water discharged in those ports 
from vessels leaving the Pacific Rim, 
from Japan to Korea to the South 
China Sea. So this is a unified effort 
here. 

Mr. KIRK. Madam Chairman, just to 
conclude, the West has the Grand Can-
yon as its crown jewel of the environ-
ment. Florida has the Everglades. But 
for us in the Midwest, it is the Great 
Lakes. 

We have seen a failure to properly 
manage shipping in the past introduce 
a number of alien species. Our environ-
ment has suffered from the introduc-
tion of the lamprey eel, the rock goby, 
the fishhook flea, and now viral hemor-
rhagic septicemia. This legislation is 
essential to slow down the assault on 
the Great Lakes with these new species 
introduced into our critical ecosystem. 

I want to thank my colleagues from 
Minnesota and from Ohio for joining 
together with this critical legislation, 
and urge adoption of the amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 13 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON- 
LEE OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 
order to consider amendment No. 14 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 14 offered by Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas: 

At the end of title VII add the following 
new section: 
SEC. ll. ASSESSMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SE-

CURITY CARD ENROLLMENT SITES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
prepare an assessment of the enrollment 
sites for transportation security cards issued 
under section 70105 of title 46, United States 
Code, including— 

(1) the feasibility of keeping those enroll-
ment sites open 24 hours per day, and 7 days 
per week, in order to better handle the large 
number of applications for such cards; 

(2) the feasibility of keeping those enroll-
ment sites open after September 25, 2008; 

(3) the quality of customer service, includ-
ing the periods of time individuals are kept 

on hold on the telephone, whether appoint-
ments are kept, and processing times for ap-
plications. 

(b) TIMELINES AND BENCHMARKS.—The Sec-
retary shall develop timelines and bench-
marks for implementing the findings of the 
assessment as the Secretary deems nec-
essary. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Chairman, as I indicated in the general 
debate, this is an exercise in unity as 
relates to the safety and security of 
the Nation and, of course, the reau-
thorization and the emphasis of the 
specialness of the Coast Guard. I am 
delighted to come from the fourth larg-
est city in the Nation and to have a 
very large port that benefits from the 
outstanding service of the U.S. Coast 
Guard. 

I want to thank Chairman OBERSTAR 
for not only his eloquence, but his 
long-standing history and knowledge of 
what we needed to do in this Congress, 
the chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, and as well the distin-
guished, as they all are distinguished, 
ranking member of the full committee, 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio, working on this along with my 
full committee chair, Mr. THOMPSON. I 
serve as the Subcommittee Chair on 
Transportation, Security, and Infra-
structure Protection. We have had a 
number of opportunities to work to-
gether. So we are filled with tasks, and 
those tasks must be addressed. 

I rise in support of the legislation. 
My amendment is a simple but impor-
tant addition to this vital legislation, 
which I believe can be supported by 
every Member of the House. 

My amendment calls for the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to prepare 
an assessment of the enrollment site 
for the Transportation Worker Identi-
fication Credential, TWIC, which we 
have heard so much about. These cards 
are issued under section 70105 of Title 
46 USC within 30 days of the enactment 
of this act. 

The assessment should at a minimum 
examine the feasibility of keeping 
those enrollment sites open 24 hours 
per day, 7 days per week, in order to 
better handle the large number of ap-
plicants for such cards, the feasibility 
of keeping those enrollment sites open 
after September 25, 2008, and the qual-
ity of customer service, including the 
periods of time individuals are kept on 
hold on the telephone, appointments 
are kept, and processing times for ap-
plications. We are here to help. 

In our committee, we have heard 
over and over again, everyone is trying 
to meet the deadline. DHS, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, has a 
deadline. We believe as Members of 
Congress they should have a deadline 
to secure America, but we must make 
sure that the deadline is realistic in 

light of the resources and the tools 
that they have to comply. 

Madam Chairman, I continue to re-
ceive firsthand accounts from my con-
stituents in and around the Nation 
that deal with the question of trans-
portation workers and operators who 
are frustrated because of sometimes 
the unsatisfactory performance of 
TWIC enrollment sites. 

I have spoken with a multitude of 
people from throughout the country 
who have shared with me the great dif-
ficulty they experience due to adminis-
trative obstacles obtaining their TWIC 
cards. These obstacles include the lack 
of enrollment sites or the difficulty in 
getting to the enrollment sites, mak-
ing appointments at enrollment sites 
which are not kept, long processing 
lines for applications, and staying on 
hold for hours on the telephone. While 
we have made securing our Nation a 
priority, we must ensure we do so in 
the most productive way. 

Let me just briefly say what we have 
seen from the State of Texas and 
around the Nation. For example, a ma-
rine worker at the Houston Port en-
rolled on December 13, 2007, at the 
Houston center. To this date, he does 
not have a card. He remained on hold 
for 4 hours and 10 minutes and was fi-
nally told by the operator that he 
would have to return to Houston to be 
fingerprinted again after April. Inci-
dentally, a representative of the 
Higman Marine Services asked the 
same question about the employee. 
That person was told that they should 
not return until June. 

These inconsistencies in service and 
information are not helping us get our 
TWIC cards to those individuals, hard- 
working Americans who need to have a 
job and a TWIC card to work. 

Furthermore, another transportation 
worker went to the Beaumont center 
about 3 weeks ago to pick up his TWIC 
after being notified it was ready. He 
traveled from a place in Texas. He was 
told that the card was accidentally 
shipped to Houston and he could drive 
85 miles to pick it up. He presently 
does not have a card, and therefore he 
is not able to move forward. The list of 
incidents go on. 

My amendment calls for the Sec-
retary to assess within a month of the 
enactment these TWIC enrollment 
sites to determine the feasibility of 
having them open at times when trans-
portation workers can come and im-
prove the quality of processing proce-
dures. Furthermore, my amendment 
calls on the Secretary to develop 
timelines and benchmarks on their as-
sessment. Finally, it calls for them to 
implement any changes necessary, in-
cluding keeping it open 24 hours a day, 
keeping it open 7 days a week, but real-
ly at the assessment of the Department 
of Homeland Security. 

Workers are trying to do what they 
are supposed to do. We have to do what 
we have to do. I believe this amend-
ment will help do it better, and I be-
lieve it is part of the security fabric, 
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and I hope that we will pass this 
amendment. 

Thank you, Madam Chairman, for affording 
me this opportunity to address the Members of 
the House of Representatives and explain my 
amendment to H.R. 2830, the ‘‘Coast Guard 
Authorization Act of 2007.’’ My amendment is 
a simple but important addition to this impor-
tant legislation, which I believe can be sup-
ported by every Member of this House. 

My amendment calls for the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to prepare an assessment 
of the enrollment sites for Transportation 
Worker Identification Credential, TWIC, cards 
issued under section 70105 of title 46, United 
States Code, within 30 days of the enactment 
of this Act. This assessment should, at a min-
imum, examine: the feasibility of keeping 
those enrollment sites open 24 hours per day, 
and 7 days per week, in order to better handle 
the large number of applicants for such cards; 
the feasibility of keeping those enrollment sites 
open after September 25, 2008; and the qual-
ity of customer service, including the periods 
of time individuals are kept on hold on the 
telephone, whether appointments are kept, 
and processing times for applications. 

Madam Chairman, I continue to receive first-
hand accounts from my constituents in Hous-
ton and from other transportation workers and 
operators around the country regarding their 
frustrations and the unsatisfactory perform-
ance of TWIC enrollment sites. I have spoken 
with a multitude of people from throughout the 
country who have shared with me the great 
difficulties they experienced due to administra-
tive obstacles in obtaining their TWIC cards. 
These obstacles include the difficulty of going 
to enrollment sites, making appointments at 
enrollment sites which are not kept, long proc-
essing times for applications, and staying on 
hold for hours on the telephone. While we 
have made securing our Nation a priority, we 
must ensure that we do so in the most effec-
tive and efficient way possible. 

I would like to reiterate only few of the ob-
stacles that workers have faced in my State of 
Texas as well in my district of Houston. For 
example, a marine worker enrolled at the 
Houston Port enrolled on December 13, 2007. 
To this date, he still does not yet have a TWIC 
card. He remained on hold for 4 hours and 10 
minutes and was finally told by the operator 
that he would have to return to Houston to be 
fingerprinted again after APR. Incidentally, a 
representative of Higman Marine Services, 
Inc., asked the same question about their em-
ployee, and she was told that he should not 
return until June. This blatant inconsistency in 
service and information is simply unaccept-
able. Furthermore, another transportation 
worker went to the Beaumont center about 3 
weeks ago to pick up his TWIC after being no-
tified it was ready. He traveled from Hemphill, 
TX (117 miles) and was told that the card was 
accidentally shipped to Houston and he could 
drive there (85 miles) to pick it up. He pres-
ently does not have his card. The list of 
incidences in which workers have to contin-
ually overcome structural impediments is too 
long for me to name. It is from my concern for 
these workers that I have introduced my 
amendment. 

That is why my amendment calls for the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to assess, 
within a month of this Act’s enactment, these 
TWIC enrollment sites to determine the feasi-
bility of having them open at times where 

transportation workers can come and to im-
prove the quality of their processing proce-
dures. Furthermore, my amendment calls on 
the Secretary of Homeland Security to develop 
timelines and benchmarks for implementing 
the findings of the assessment as the Sec-
retary deems necessary. By identifying the 
areas in which enrollment sites for homeland 
security cards are ineffective and inefficient 
and creating a timeline through which to im-
plement necessary changes and benchmarks 
to ensure their progress and accountability, we 
will make this nation a safer place—accessible 
to labor and operators alike. 

In short, Madam Chairman, my amendment 
can be summed up as follows: for those who 
have confidence in how these TWIC enroll-
ment sites are administering this program, my 
amendment offers vindication. For those who 
are skeptical and have seen firsthand the 
problems apparent at these enrollment sites, 
my amendment will provide the information 
necessary to rectify the causes for their frus-
trations and a way forward to ensure that the 
results of this assessment are actually imple-
mented. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to con-
trol the time in opposition, even 
though I am not opposed to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Ohio is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Chair-

man, I want to congratulate the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE) for her thoughtful amendment. 
We are willing to accept her amend-
ment, which will require the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to assess 
measures that may encourage mari-
time workers to accelerate application 
rates for the TWIC card. We all know a 
deadline is looming. 

The only observation I would make 
so that no one is under a misapprehen-
sion, nobody has been prevented from 
working yet, because the TWIC re-
quirements don’t go into effect until 
September. But we support the gentle-
woman’s amendment. We think it is a 
thoughtful amendment. 

I would be happy to yield to the 
chairman of the full committee for his 
thoughts. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and the gentle-
woman for offering the amendment and 
her deep concern, which we share on 
the committee, for those maritime 
workers. 

Madam Chairman, 230,000 applied and 
64,000 have actually received their 
cards. There is a bottleneck at TSA 
principally in printing out those cards, 
and the amendment just provides a 
margin of safety and a time to accom-
plish the objective. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. I am happy to 

yield to the chairman of the sub-
committee for his observations. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. We have convened 
two hearings, Madam Chairman, in the 
Coast Guard Subcommittee on the 

TWIC card. Our most recent hearing 
was held in January after the enroll-
ment process had been underway for a 
few months. 

During that hearing, we heard about 
some of the glitches that individuals 
attempting to enroll have encountered. 
Such glitches are unacceptable when 
workers must pay $132.50 and take time 
off from work to obtain a card that 
they are required to have to do their 
job and to provide for their families. 

TWIC is an essential part of our post- 
security regime and is intended to en-
sure that those who pose a threat to 
our maritime infrastructure do not 
gain access to the secure areas of ves-
sels or port facilities. 

b 1345 
However, enrollment must be con-

ducted as seamlessly as possible to 
cause the least burden to those work-
ers. And I want to thank Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE for her amendment. It helps to 
make our bill a better bill. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LATOURETTE. It is my under-
standing that the gentlelady’s time has 
expired. I learned the hard way today 
that I don’t have the right to close. But 
I would be happy to yield the balance 
of our time to the sponsor of the legis-
lation, Ms. JACKSON-LEE. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I just 
want to thank all of you, and I believe 
that this is the right step. The action 
item is that they should implement the 
process of their study to make it work 
for our various mariners so that they 
can be part of the security of America. 
I ask my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. STUPAK 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 15 
printed in House Report 110–604. 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 15 offered by Mr. 
STUPAK: 

At the end of title IV add the following 
new section: 
SEC. ll. LAND CONVEYANCE, COAST GUARD 

PROPERTY IN MARQUETTE COUNTY, 
MICHIGAN, TO THE CITY OF MAR-
QUETTE, MICHIGAN. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Com-
mandant of the Coast Guard may convey, 
without consideration, to the City of Mar-
quette, Michigan (in this section referred to 
as the ‘‘City’’), all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a parcel of 
real property, together with any improve-
ments thereon, located in Marquette County, 
Michigan, that is under the administrative 
control of the Coast Guard, consists of ap-
proximately 5.5 acres, and is commonly iden-
tified as Coast Guard Station Marquette and 
Lighthouse Point. 
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(b) RETENTION OF CERTAIN EASEMENTS.—In 

conveying the property under subsection (a), 
the Commandant of the Coast Guard may re-
tain such easements over the property as the 
Commandant considers appropriate for ac-
cess to aids to navigation. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—The property to be con-
veyed by subsection (a) may not be conveyed 
under that subsection until— 

(1) the Coast Guard has relocated Coast 
Guard Station Marquette to a newly con-
structed station; 

(2) any environmental remediation re-
quired under Federal law with respect to the 
property has been completed; 

(3) the Commandant of the Coast Guard de-
termines that retention of the property by 
the United States is not required to carry 
out Coast Guard missions or functions. 

(d) CONDITIONS OF TRANSFER.—All condi-
tions placed within the deed of title of the 
property to be conveyed under subsection (a) 
shall be construed as covenants running with 
the land. 

(e) INAPPLICABILITY OF SCREENING OR OTHER 
REQUIREMENTS.—The conveyance of property 
authorized by subsection (a) shall be made 
without regard to the following; 

(1) Section 2696 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(2) Chapter 5 of title 40, United States 
Code. 

(3) Any other provision of law relating to 
the screening, evaluation, or administration 
of excess or surplus Federal property prior to 
conveyance by the Administrator of General 
Services. 

(f) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity in subsection (a) shall expire on the date 
that is five years after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(g) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property 
to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the 
Commandant of the Coast Guard. The cost of 
the survey shall be borne by the United 
States. 

(h) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
The Commandant of the Coast Guard may 
require such additional terms and conditions 
in connection with the conveyance author-
ized by subsection (a) as the Commandant 
considers appropriate to protect the inter-
ests of the United States. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Chairman, my 
amendment will facilitate a simple 
land transfer between the U.S. Coast 
Guard and the city of Marquette, 
Michigan. 

The Coast Guard is currently located 
at the Coast Guard Station Marquette 
and Lighthouse Point in Marquette 
County on nine acres of land east of 
the Marquette Maritime Museum. This 
facility was originally constructed in 
1891, and is the oldest of all U.S. Coast 
Guard lifesaving facilities in the Na-
tion. 

The Coast Guard is in the process of 
relocating to a new location just south 
of the Marquette Maritime Museum. 
This location will bring the Coast 
Guard closer to where their boats are 
docked and will help the Coast Guard 
respond to emergencies more quickly. 

The City of Marquette sold this prop-
erty for the new facility, 1.5 acres on 

the waterfront, to the Coast Guard for 
$1. In addition, the City of Marquette 
has committed $170,000 to reroute bike 
trails, make roadway improvements 
and other necessary infrastructure im-
provements in order to prepare the 
property for the new Coast Guard facil-
ity. 

On April 7, 2008, the City of Mar-
quette signed the official documents to 
turn over the City property to the 
Coast Guard. Upon moving to this new 
property, the Coast Guard will vacate 
their existing location. 

My amendment will convey the prop-
erty of the old Coast Guard facility to 
the City of Marquette. This is a 
straightforward amendment. The Coast 
Guard supports the conveyance of the 
existing property to the City. The City 
of Marquette is also in support of the 
land transfer, which would assist in ac-
complishing the goals outlined in the 
City’s strategic Harbor Master Plan. 

The Coast Guard Station in Mar-
quette plays a vital role in responding 
to emergencies in the City of Mar-
quette, the surrounding area, and on 
Lake Superior. This land transfer will 
facilitate a continued Coast Guard 
presence within the Marquette area. 
Without a well-equipped and state-of- 
the-art Coast Guard Station in Mar-
quette, there would be virtually no 
presence of the Coast Guard between 
Sault Ste. Marie and Houghton, Michi-
gan, which represents a stretch of at 
least 300 miles of shoreline on Lake Su-
perior. This is a win-win for the Coast 
Guard and the City of Marquette. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
voting for this amendment, and I en-
courage members to vote for final pas-
sage of the Coast Guard Authorization 
Act. 

Vote ‘‘yes’’ on the Stupak amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I ask unanimous 

consent to claim time in opposition to 
the amendment, though I do not oppose 
it. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Minnesota 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. The amendment is 

very limited in nature, very specific, to 
deal with the transfer of property that 
will not take place until the Coast 
Guard has relocated the station at fa-
cilities that are yet to be built. It will 
also not take place until environ-
mental cleanup has occurred on the ex-
isting site. And that is important. The 
commandant has determined that re-
tention of property is not required to 
carry out any other Coast Guard mis-
sion. So protection for the Coast 
Guard, protection for the City and the 
cleanup provisions, and it is a very 
beneficial amendment. 

I want to address another matter, the 
concern of the gentleman from Michi-
gan about the transfer of excess prop-
erty to the Christian Cornerstone 
Academy, a land transfer that is sup-
ported by the Coast Guard, by the 

Academy, and the community of She-
boygan. We had already filed the man-
ager’s amendment at the time that this 
issue came to the attention of the gen-
tleman from Michigan, and it was not 
possible to include that in the man-
ager’s amendment nor in the amend-
ments considered by the Rules Com-
mittee. 

But I do want to assure the gen-
tleman that we will work to accom-
plish the purposes of this land transfer 
as we get into conference with the 
other body. Or, should such language 
be included by the other body in their 
version of the Coast Guard, which is 
now working its way to the floor of the 
other body, that we should expect to 
meet in conference and recognize the 
special needs in this matter. The Coast 
Guard executed a 10-year, no cost lease 
for the construction of the Cornerstone 
Christian Academy in Sheboygan. The 
lease has been renegotiated to fair 
market value. The Coast Guard has 
deemed 6 acres of the property as ex-
cess, if I have described the matter 
rightly. 

I yield to the gentleman from Michi-
gan. 

Mr. STUPAK. I thank the distin-
guished chairman. 

The gentleman is correct, not only 
on Marquette but on the Christian Cor-
nerstone Academy. We have been work-
ing to transfer this excess land. It 
would have been a straightforward 
transfer and supported by the Coast 
Guard to Christian Cornerstone Acad-
emy in the Sheboygan community. 

I appreciate the chairman’s willing-
ness to work with us to have this in-
serted either at the Senate level or in 
conference. And, as always, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s knowledge and 
wisdom on Coast Guard and Great 
Lakes issues, and look forward to con-
tinuing to work with him on this and 
thank him for his courtesies on this 
amendment. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the distin-
guished ranking member of the sub-
committee. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

We are also willing to accept the gen-
tleman from Michigan’s amendment, 
which authorizes the conveyance of 
property and the light station to Mar-
quette, Michigan. This provision fol-
lows the standard language that has 
been used by the committee in other 
light station conveyances in previous 
years. 

I would just note, I know the chair-
man of the full committee represents 
very hearty folk. When he came to 
Akron and said that it was 41 below, I 
think, at International Falls, I also 
know the gentleman from Michigan, 
having gone to school in Michigan rep-
resenting the UP, represents very 
hearty folk. And so I hope we not only 
give them what he wants in Marquette, 
but Sheboygan as well, because they 
deserve it because it is really cold. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the Chair 
of the subcommittee, Mr. CUMMINGS. 
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Mr. CUMMINGS. I heartily support 

the amendment of Mr. STUPAK. 
The amount of land being conveyed 

here under this amendment is only 5.5 
acres, and I believe it is appropriate 
that once the Coast Guard leaves this 
site, the land and the lighthouse be 
made available to a local municipality 
that can preserve these resources and 
utilize them for the public purpose. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Michigan is recognized for 
3 minutes. 

Mr. STUPAK. I thank the gentleman 
from Minnesota for his work to craft 
the Coast Guard Authorization Act, 
and for recognizing the need for a 
Coast Guard presence on the Great 
Lakes. 

The Coast Guard Cutter ACACIA was 
decommissioned on June 7, 2006, after 
over 60 years of service to this country. 
The ACACIA has been stationed in 
Charlevoix, Michigan since 1990. 

The ACACIA provided essential navi-
gational and search and rescue services 
in the northern Great Lakes. This work 
is important for the safety as well as 
for businesses and individuals that rely 
on the Great Lakes. This year’s cold 
winter showcased the need for a cutter 
presence when Beaver Island once 
again had to make an emergency call 
to the Coast Guard to break ice for a 
shipment of fuel for the island. This, 
unfortunately, is a common occurrence 
during the cold winter months, and 
this winter was exceptionally long and 
cold. 

It is important that this new Coast 
Guard cutter or similar asset be sta-
tioned in Charlevoix. To facilitate this, 
I worked closely with the chairman to 
include language in the Coast Guard 
Authorization Act 2006 to require the 
Coast Guard Station to sustain 
icebreaking vessel capabilities in the 
Great Lakes. Unfortunately, the Coast 
Guard has ignored congressional in-
tent. 

I appreciate the chairman’s support 
in our efforts, and I look forward to 
working with the chairman and rank-
ing member, and the chair of the Coast 
Guard subcommittee, to ensure that 
the Coast Guard honors congressional 
intent and provides adequate 
icebreaking services in the Northern 
Great Lakes. 

I yield to the chairman for comment. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I share the gentle-

man’s concern for adequate 
icebreaking capability on the Great 
Lakes. We have the new icebreaker 
Mackinaw. The Coast Guard has small-
er harbor icebreakers. But they simply 
are not sufficient to keep channels 
open. This past shipping season, the 
Coast Guard failed to send the Macki-
naw upstream, up lake, to keep chan-
nels open for shipping of iron ore to 
lower lake steel mills. 

I assure the gentleman, I will work 
diligently with the Coast Guard to 

keep their attention focused on our 
needs for icebreaking capability on the 
Great Lakes. On the Chesapeake Bay, I 
said to the chairman of the sub-
committee, you don’t have that prob-
lem. It doesn’t freeze over. 

Mr. STUPAK. I thank the gentleman 
for his words. I thank the work from 
the chairman on all Coast Guard and 
Great Lakes issues. I thank Mr. 
CUMMINGS and Mr. LATOURETTE for 
their help and support. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
STUPAK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in part B of House Report 110– 
604 on which further proceedings were 
postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. POE of 
Texas. 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. MCNERNEY 
of California. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY POE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 408, noes 1, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 220] 

AYES—408 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 

Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 

Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 

Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
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Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 

Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—1 

Paul 

NOT VOTING—27 

Alexander 
Andrews 
Blackburn 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Campbell (CA) 
Cramer 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Doggett 

Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Feeney 
Higgins 
Hulshof 
Kind 
LaHood 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
McCrery 

Nadler 
Pascrell 
Porter 
Pryce (OH) 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Udall (NM) 
Waxman 
Weller 

b 1421 

Messrs. MILLER of North Carolina 
and ISSA changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ 
to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. MCNERNEY 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. JACKSON 
of Illinois). The unfinished business is 
the demand for a recorded vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California (Mr. MCNERNEY) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 408, noes 0, 
not voting 28, as follows: 

[Roll No. 221] 

AYES—408 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 

Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 

Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 

Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 

Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 

Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 

Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 

Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 

Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—28 

Alexander 
Andrews 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Campbell (CA) 
Cramer 
Doggett 

Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Feeney 
Higgins 
Hulshof 
LaHood 
Loebsack 
Marshall 
Nadler 
Pascrell 

Porter 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Reynolds 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Udall (NM) 
Weller 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 

vote). Approximately 2 minutes remain 
in this vote. 

b 1430 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall 

vote 221, I was unavoidably detained. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, as amended. 

The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended, was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 
rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
SERRANO) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Acting Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
2830) to authorize appropriations for 
the Coast Guard for fiscal year 2008, 
and for other purposes, pursuant to 
House Resolution 1126, he reported the 
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? If not, the question is on the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. CHABOT 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. CHABOT. Yes, in its current 
form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Chabot moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 2830 to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure with instructions 
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to report the same back to the House forth-
with with the following amendment: 

At the end of title IV add the following: 
SEC. ll. EXTENSION OF EXEMPTION. 

Section 3503(a) of title 46, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘2008’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

Mr. CHABOT (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the motion be considered as read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk continued to read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Ohio is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, this mo-
tion is really quite simple. It continues 
the will of Congress, a will dating as 
far back as 1968 to allow the Delta 
Queen to operate within the inland wa-
ters of the United States. It’s an ex-
emption that’s been granted by Con-
gress on a number of occasions, eight 
times to be exact, most recently in 
1996. However, unless it is renewed this 
year, this national treasure will be 
forced ashore unnecessarily. And unfor-
tunately, an important chapter in our 
Nation’s history will close. 

For those who may be unfamiliar 
with the Delta Queen, and this is her 
right here, and its significance to this 
Nation, let me give you a brief history 
of what the Delta Queen is and is not. 
The Delta Queen is a symbol of our Na-
tion’s past serving as the last over-
night operational steam paddle wheel-
er. She represents where we started as 
a Nation and our trials and tribu-
lations and our progress over the years. 

The Delta Queen is a registered na-
tional historic landmark and is a mem-
ber of the National Maritime Hall of 
Fame. She is part of the greatest gen-
eration, honorably serving our country 
during World War II, first as a Navy 
barracks and later transporting serv-
icemen to and from the Navy shipyards 
docked in the San Francisco harbor. 

The Delta Queen provides jobs to 
American families and is a critical 
source of revenue for local commu-
nities, opening up towns and commu-
nities located along the Ohio, Missouri, 
and Mississippi Rivers such as Ashland, 
Kentucky; Gallipolis, Ohio; and Clarks-
ville, Indiana, to tourists and allowing 
mom-and-pop businesses to flourish. 

Contrary to what some opponents to 
this motion would have you believe, 
the Delta Queen is not a safety risk. In 
fact, the Delta Queen is inspected by 
the United States Coast Guard more 
than six times a year and has operated 
since 1968 without significant incident. 

Indeed, when Congress first created 
the inland water exemption from fire 
retardant regulation, it recognized 
that vessels such as the Delta Queen 
would never be more than a short dis-
tance from shore, circumstances much 
different than ocean liners and other 
vessels that traverse the oceans. 

House Report 93–289 indicates that an 
inclusion of this was inadvertent. 
That’s why Congress has granted this 
exception eight times since 1968. Eight 
times. Moreover, despite its exemption, 
the Delta Queen has, and continues to 
operate, in accordance with the safety 
notification requirements set forth in 
section 3503(b) of the United States 
Code and the Coast Guard. 

In addition, the Delta Queen has gone 
above and beyond these requirements, 
installing state-of-the-art fire and 
smoke detection and sprinkler sys-
tems, as well as mandating fire train-
ing for its crew, all of which have been 
approved by the Coast Guard. Every 
single stateroom on there has sprin-
klers within it. In fact, just last 
month, the owners of the Delta Queen 
replaced the vessel’s boiler at the re-
quest of the Coast Guard. And just last 
month, the Delta Queen was most re-
cently inspected by the Coast Guard 
and was given a clean bill of health. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t understand why 
continuing the Delta Queen’s current 
exemption for an additional 10 years 
has generated such opposition. In fact, 
last session, this body unanimously 
supported this exemption, passing it by 
a voice vote. Just last year we did this 
exact thing that I am asking to be done 
today. Unfortunately, it was stalled 
over in the Senate. 

I can only conclude that the opposi-
tion that we’re seeing is not really 
about the Delta Queen. It’s really about 
a labor dispute. If this is true, why 
should the American people be victims, 
losing access to this national land-
mark? Why should American jobs be 
lost? Why should local businesses be 
literally ruined all because of a labor 
dispute? I hope that unions do not have 
that type of influence here in Wash-
ington or here in this Congress. 

Let’s put all of the politics aside and 
do the right thing here, and I urge my 
colleagues to stand up for the Delta 
Queen right here. 1926, no major inci-
dence since that entire time. And there 
is no reason why we shouldn’t save this 
historic ship here. Keep part of our his-
tory alive here by supporting this mo-
tion. This really ought to be bipar-
tisan, and I urge you to support this 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I enor-
mously respect the distinguished and 
amiable gentleman from Ohio, the 
weight-lifting champ of the House gym. 
When he walks on the floor, the 
weights quiver and shake in awe of his 
appearance. 

He has been an advocate for the Delta 
Queen even back to last fall when I was 
in the Bethesda Naval Hospital for an 
operation to correct a long-standing in-
jury to my neck. He sent a sheet cake 
with the Delta Queen emblazoned upon 
it to remind me of his diligence and of 
his enthusiasm for the Delta Queen. I 

could only eat one slice of it, but I as-
sured him that the staff at the hos-
pital, who had no idea what the Delta 
Queen was all about, appreciated this 
sheet cake from the very distinguished 
and caring gentleman from the State of 
Ohio. 

But labor has nothing to do with this 
issue. I haven’t heard from a single per-
son in any labor union about this mat-
ter. 

The Delta Queen was built in 1926 and 
carried 174 passengers, 88 state rooms. 
It has extensive wood superstructure. 
It has extensive wood interior and fur-
niture, and for those reasons, the Coast 
Guard will not certify this vessel. Op-
position is clear. The combustible con-
struction of the vessel presents an un-
acceptable fire risk that cannot be 
mitigated by the addition of fire-sup-
pression measures, says the Coast 
Guard. 

As such, the Coast Guard’s position 
remains unchanged. The Delta Queen 
should be prohibited from operating 
with overnight passengers. 

Since May 28, 1936, the United States 
has required that passenger vessels be 
constructed essentially of fire retard-
ant material. In the interest of mari-
time safety, the Coast Guard, con-
tinuing their quote, has consistently 
opposed legislation to prolong the serv-
ice of the Delta Queen. A vessel con-
structed of wood operating in the over-
night passenger trade presents an un-
acceptable fire risk to its passengers 
and crew. 

It goes on at great length. 
The Delta Queen can operate in day-

time but not at night. 
In the operation of the trade on the 

Mississippi River, the worst disaster in 
history occurred, fire onboard a paddle 
wheeler. Yes, in the 19th century, but 
1,700 people died 100 yards from shore. 

On March 22 of this year, of this year, 
the Delta Queen had a fire in the gener-
ating room requiring the use of their 
fixed C02 extinguishing system. Fortu-
nately, no one was injured. The gener-
ator shorted, caused flames to shoot 
out the generator end. 

Earlier this month, the Queen of the 
West, this April, a similar paddle wheel 
operated by the very same company 
that owns and operates the Delta Queen 
had a fire in the engine room, required 
evacuation of 177 passengers and crew. 
Three crew members were treated for 
smoke inhalation. 

b 1445 

Last year, in May, the Empress of the 
North, another excursion vessel oper-
ated by the same company owning the 
Delta Queen, ran aground in southeast 
Alaska, evacuating over 200 passengers 
and crew; fourth grounding of that ves-
sel in less than 4 years. 

Now I can understand those who live 
along the Mississippi River, which 
starts nearly in my district all the way 
down to the Gulf, but friends, we would 
never stand for limiting safety on a 747 
aircraft. And over a decade ago, a for-
eign airline was trying to remove over- 
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wing exits from a 747. Congressman Bill 
Clinger, Pennsylvania’s ranking Re-
publican on the Committee on Aviation 
with me, we stopped them from doing 
that. We stopped the FAA from allow-
ing that risk to safety. We should stop 
this risk to safety here. Fire at night is 
terrifying. Oppose the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 195, noes 208, 
not voting 28, as follows: 

[Roll No. 222] 

AYES—195 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clay 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Ferguson 

Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

Marshall 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 

Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 

Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 

Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—208 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 

Hall (NY) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Udall (CO) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—28 

Alexander 
Andrews 
Biggert 
Blackburn 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Campbell (CA) 
Costello 
Cramer 

Doggett 
Everett 
Feeney 
Higgins 
Hulshof 
LaHood 
McNulty 
Nadler 
Pascrell 
Porter 

Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Slaughter 
Udall (NM) 
Weller 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1504 

Messrs. BISHOP of Georgia, LIN-
COLN DAVIS of Tennessee, 
PERLMUTTER, and ENGLISH of 
Pennsylvania changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. HARE changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 395, noes 7, 
not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 223] 

AYES—395 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 

Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
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Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 

Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 

Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—7 

Coble 
Duncan 
Flake 

Nunes 
Paul 
Rogers (KY) 

Tancredo 

NOT VOTING—29 

Alexander 
Andrews 
Blackburn 
Boyd (FL) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Buyer 
Campbell (CA) 
Costello 

Cramer 
Doggett 
Everett 
Feeney 
Higgins 
Hulshof 
LaHood 
McNulty 
Miller, George 
Nadler 

Pascrell 
Porter 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Udall (NM) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Yarmuth 

b 1513 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 2830, COAST 
GUARD AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2008 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
authorized to make technical correc-
tions in the engrossment of H.R. 2830, 
including corrections in spelling, punc-
tuation, section and title numbering, 
cross-referencing, conforming amend-
ments to the table of contents and 
short titles, and the insertion of appro-
priate headings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
f 

b 1515 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BLUNT. I yield to my friend, the 
gentleman from Maryland, the major-
ity leader, for information about the 
schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the Republican 
whip. 

On Monday, the House is not in ses-
sion. On Tuesday, the House will meet 
at 12:30 p.m. for morning hour and 2 
p.m. for legislative business. On 
Wednesday and Thursday, the House 
will meet at 10 a.m. for legislative 
business. On Friday, no votes are ex-
pected. 

We will consider several bills under 
suspension of the rules. The final list of 
suspension bills, as usual, will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow. We will consider H.R. 493, the 
Genetic Information Nondiscrimina-
tion Act, and H.R. 5522, the Combus-
tible Dust Explosion and Fire Preven-
tion Act. 

Finally, Members should note that 
on Wednesday, the Prime Minister of 
Ireland, The Honorable Bertie Ahern, 
will address a joint meeting of the 
House and Senate. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. 

Will the Combustible Dust Explosion 
and Fire Prevention Act, will that act 
be under a rule? 

Mr. HOYER. Yes. 
Mr. BLUNT. And the Genetic Infor-

mation Nondiscrimination Act will be 
as well? 

Mr. HOYER. Yes. 
Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 

for that. I notice the schedule doesn’t 
include anything yet on the supple-
mental. I continue to see reports sug-
gesting that the supplemental may 
come directly to the floor and not 
through committee. I wonder if the 
gentleman has any indication of what 
might be the schedule at this time on 
the supplemental. 

I would yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend for 

yielding. 

As you have read, we are discussing 
how to process the supplemental. As I 
indicated to you, it is my intention 
that we will pass the supplemental 
prior to Memorial Day. By that, I mean 
in sufficient time so the Senate can do 
so as well so we can pass it finally. 

That is my hope and my intention. 
We are still working on the compo-
nents of the supplemental, and very 
frankly, it has not yet been finally de-
cided as to how that might be proc-
essed. Obviously, at times in the past it 
has been added to other legislation. In 
other times, it has been passed as a 
free-standing bill. Committee consider-
ation, obviously, is part of the regular 
order, if we go that way, but there are 
other ways to go. We want to facilitate 
the passage of it as quickly as possible. 

Mr. BLUNT. I appreciate the need to 
get this war supplemental done. Of 
course we have been talking about it 
during this entire work period for the 
last 4 weeks now. Since 1989, the Con-
gress has passed 36 supplementals. All 
but seven of them went through the 
committee process. On those seven oc-
casions—it was the supplemental right 
after 9/11, the supplemental right after 
Katrina. I would just say to the gen-
tleman that I know our members of the 
Appropriations Committee today have 
expressed great concern if the com-
mittee doesn’t have the opportunity to 
mark this up in regular order, and I 
don’t know that that has anything 
other than informational value to you, 
it may very well go through the com-
mittee. If it doesn’t, I have heard a lot 
of concern expressed about why, with 
the amount of time we have had here, 
we would do what is a relatively ex-
traordinary thing. 

I would be glad to yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I appreciate the gen-

tleman yielding. 
Our intent obviously, as I said, is to 

pass this bill. Obviously we are consid-
ering the best way to do so, giving 
every Member an opportunity to vote 
as they see fit on various component 
parts of the supplemental, and we are 
considering how best to do that. 

I understand, certainly, the commit-
tee’s concern, having served on that 
committee for about 24 years, and hav-
ing considered a number of 
supplementals. As a member of that 
committee, I understand that concern. 
But I will tell the gentleman that we 
are trying to proceed in a way that will 
facilitate the passage of this bill to the 
Senate and hopefully transmittal to 
the President prior to the Memorial 
Day break. 

Mr. BLUNT. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman for that. I do think the time 
does matter here because of the poten-
tial for furlough notices and other 
things for troops if we let this bill go 
much beyond the work period we are in 
right now between now and Memorial 
Day. 

One of the items that I keep seeing 
reports that could be in this bill would 
be enhanced GI benefits. The cost esti-
mates I have seen from a Senate cost 
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